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DETAILED ACTION 

( 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-11 have been considered but are moot in view of 
the new ground(s) of rejection. 

In regard to independent claims 1 and 8, the Applicant has amended the claims to include the 
limitation of "...wherein said read out image data is image data specified by said selecting as specified 
image data to be preserved over a long period of time and wherein when a total amount of specified 
image data to be preserved over a long period of time in said second recording apparatus exceeds an 
unoccupied portion of said second recording apparatus, an indication of such is provided on said 
display. " Applicant argues that the neither the Fiore reference (U.S. Pub. 2002/0191952) nor the 
Berezowski reference (U.S. Pub. 2002/0016971) teaches the newly-amended limitations (See Remarks 
Pgs. 9-1 1). While the Examiner agrees that neither Fiore nor Berezowski explicitly teaches the above 
limitations on their own, the Applicant's arguments are considered moot in view of a new rejection citing 
Kirmuss (U.S. Pub. 2003/0081 121) and Bateman (U.S. Pub. 2004/0075750) in addition to Fiore and 
Berezowski. As will be set forth in further detail below, the Examiner believes that the Kirmuss and 
Bateman references, when taken in combination with Fiore and/or Berezowski, teach the newly amended 
limitations of claims 1 and 8. Please refer to the rejections to these claims below, along with the 
rejections to dependent claims 2-7 and 9-11. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-3, 6, and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fiore et 
al. OLS. Pub, 2002/0191952) in view of Kirmuss (U.S. Pub. 2003/0081121), further in view of 
Bateman (U.S. Pub. 2004/0075750). 

First, regarding claim 1, the Fiore reference teaches a method of storing image data, the method 
comprising the steps of obtaining image data from an image pick-up device (monitoring device 6), 
recording the image data in a first recording apparatus (circular storage buffer 15), retrieving the image 
data recorded in the first recording apparatus (15) in accordance with a predetermined retrieval condition 
(e.g. an event signal detected from external event source 8), and displaying (on playback control screen 
70) the retrieved image data as a list of information (in event information window 72) relating to the 
retrieved image data on a display. Further, Fiore teaches that predetermined information from the list of 
information is selected (by client 30 or 30'), the selected image data related to the selected predetermined 
information is read from the first recording apparatus (15), and the read out image data related to the 
selected predetermined information is recorded in a second recording apparatus (storage at client 30 or 
30'). Please refer to Figs. 1-4, 6, 7, 10, and 1 1, and Paras. [0039-0042], [0047-0053], [0056-0060], and 
[0065-0072]. While Fiore does show that the read out image data is image data specified by the selecting, 
Fiore fails to specifically disclose that the read out image data is image data specified by the selecting as 
specified image data to be preserved over a long period of time (i.e. permanently stored in the second 
storage). Further, Fiore fails to explicitly teach that when a total amount of all specified image data to be 
preserved over a long period of time in the second recording apparatus exceeds an unoccupied portion of 
the second recording apparatus, an indication of such is provided on the display. However, noting the 
Kirmuss reference, Kirmuss teaches a method of storing image data wherein image data is recorded in a 
first recording apparatus (buffer 180), the image data in the first recording apparatus is retrieved in 
accordance with a predetermined retrieval condition (i.e. in response to trigger signal 161 signifying a 
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triggering event), and the retrieved (or selected) image data is read out as image data to be preserved 
(stored in long-term storage 1 1 8) over a long period of time (See Paras. [0102-0106] and [01 14]). 
Further, referring to the Bateman reference, Bateman teaches a method of storing image data wherein 
when a total amount of specified image data to be preserved over a long period of time (i.e. video image 
data to be stored in memory module 125) in a recording apparatus exceeds an unoccupied portion of the 
recording apparatus, an indication of such (e.g. the LCD 135 displays "FULL" to the user) is provided on 
the display (135) (See Para. [0025 and [0066], along with Fig. 1). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have incorporated the storage of specified 
image data as image data to be preserved over a long period of time, as taught by Kirmuss, and the 
indication provided to the display when the amount of specified image data to be preserved in the 
recording apparatus exceeds an unoccupied portion of the recording apparatus, as taught by Bateman, 
with the method of storing image data of Fiore. One would have been motivated to do so because by 
storing specified image data for a long period of time in the second recording apparatus, the user may 
consult the specified image data at any point in the future without undue concern that the specified image 
data will be overwritten. Further, by providing an indication to the user that the amount of specified 
image data to be preserved exceeds the unoccupied portion of the recording apparatus, the user can 
actively take steps to free recording area (either by deleting unneeded images or altering processing 
settings in the second recording apparatus), and thus the user will always be aware of whether or not the 
specified image data is preserved over a long period of time or not. 

Considering claim 2, the limitations of claim 1 are taught above, and Fiore also teaches that the 
image data contains information from a sensor (external event source 8) and the list of information 
(shown in Fig. 7 as event information window 82) contains information from the sensor (i.e. event 
information). See Paras. [0041] and [0057—0060]. 
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As for claim 3, again the limitations of claim 1 are taught above, and Fiore further discloses that 
the image data is further added with time information (time stamps) that the image data is obtained and 
the list of information (72 and 82 in Figs. 6-7) contains the time information. Please refer to Paras. 
[0056-0057]. 

Finally, regarding claim 6, the limitations of claim 1 are set forth above, and Fiore teaches that 
the step of recording the selected image data relating to the selected information in the second recording 
apparatus further includes a step of recording reproduction software for reproducing the recorded image 
data together with the recorded image data, as is taught in Para. [0051]. 

Next, considering claim 7, the limitations of claim 1 are taught above by Fiore in view of 
Kirmuss, further in view of Bateman, and the Kirmuss reference also teaches that the second recording 
apparatus (long-term storage 118) comprises a removable recording medium, as is taught in Para. [0106]. 

Claims 4, 5, and 8-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fiore 
et al. (U.S. Pub. 2002/0191952) in view of Kirmuss (U.S. Pub. 2003/0081121), further in view of 
Bateman (U.S. Pub. 2004/0075750), and still further in view of Berezowski et al. (U.S. Pub. 
2002/0016971). 

Next, considering claim 4, the limitations of claim 3 are taught above, but the Fiore reference 
only teaches that the image pick-up unit (monitoring device 6) comprises a single image pickup-up 
device, as is taught in Para. [0040]. Fiore in view of Kirmuss further in view of Bateman also does not 
teach that image data obtained from each of the image pick-up devices is added with ID for identifying 
each of the image pick-up devices, the list of information further containing the ID. However, noting 
Para. [0053], the Berezowski reference teaches a storing method of image data wherein a plurality of 
image pick-up devices (multiple video cameras 152) are used to capture image data, while Paras. [0133- 
0138] and Figs. 23a-23b show that the image data obtained from each of the image pick-up devices is 
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added with ID (Camera 1, Camera 2, etc.) for identifying each of the image pick-up devices, wherein a 
list of information (shown in Fig. 23b) further contains the ID (e.g. Camera 1). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have included the plurality 
of image pick-up devices having ID identifying each image pick-up device, as taught by Berezowski, with 
the storing method of image data of Fiore in view of Kirmuss further in view of Bateman. One would 
have been motivated to do so because by having multiple image pick-up devices, the remote user can 
view many different views and angles of a given scene, giving the user many more desirable options of 
image data to record. Also, by adding ID for each of the image pick-up devices, the user can confirm 
which image pick-up device they wish to record image data from before actually recording and viewing 
the image data, thereby saving time and space in the second recording unit. 

As for claim 5, the limitations of claim 4 are taught above, and the Fiore reference further teaches 
that the step of displaying the retrieved image data as the list further includes a step of designating in- 
point and out-point (via pointer 74 and slider bar 73) for selecting desired image data, as is taught in Para. 
[0058]. 

Next, considering claim 8, the Fiore reference teaches a system for storing image data, wherein 
the system comprises an image pick-up unit (monitoring device 6) for outputting image data, a 
transmission unit (signal processor 10) for transmitting the image data from the image pick-up unit (6) to 
a transmission path (network 4), a first recording apparatus (circular storage buffer 15) coupled with the 
transmission path for recording the image data from the image pick-up unit, a retrieving processing unit 
(server 20) for retrieving the image data recorded in the first recording apparatus (15) in accordance with 
a predetermined retrieval condition (i.e. an event signal from external event source 8), and a display unit 
(playback control screen 70 of client 30) for displaying the retrieved image data as a list of information 
(in event information window 72) relating to the retrieved image data. Further, Fiore teaches a selector 
(user controls of client 30 and/or 30') for selecting predetermined information (i.e. event information) 
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from the list of information and reading out the selected image data selecting to the selected information 
in the list from the first recording apparatus (15), and a second recording apparatus (in client 30 and/or 
30') for recording the selected image data. Please refer to Figs. 1-4, 6, 7, 10, and 11, and Paras. [0039- 
0042], [0047-0053], [0056-0060], and [0065-0072]. While Fiore does show that the read out image data 
is image data specified by the selecting, Fiore fails to specifically disclose that the read out image data is 
image data specified by the selecting as specified image data to be preserved over a long period of time 
(i.e. permanently stored in the second storage). Further, Fiore fails to explicitly teach that when a total 
amount of all specified image data to be preserved over a long period of time in the second recording 
apparatus exceeds an unoccupied portion of the second recording apparatus, an indication of such is 
provided on the display. Fiore also fails to teach that the system comprises a plurality of image pick-up 
units for outputting image data. However, noting the Kirmuss reference, Kirmuss teaches a system for 
storing image data wherein image data is recorded in a first recording apparatus (buffer 180), the image 
data in the first recording apparatus is retrieved in accordance with a predetermined retrieval condition 
(i.e. in response to trigger signal 161 signifying a triggering event), and the retrieved (or selected) image 
data is read out as image data to be preserved (stored in long-term storage 1 1 8) over a long period of time 
(See Paras. [0102-0106] and [01 14]). Further, referring to the Bateman reference, Bateman teaches a 
system for storing image data wherein when a total amount of specified image data to be preserved over a 
long period of time (i.e. video image data to be stored in memory module 125) in a recording apparatus 
exceeds an unoccupied portion of the recording apparatus, an indication of such (e.g. the LCD 135 
displays "FULL" to the user) is provided on the display (135) (See Para. [0025 and [0066], along with 
Fig. 1). Finally, noting Para. [0053] of the Berezowski reference, Berezowski teaches a storing system of 
image data wherein a plurality of image pick-up devices (multiple video cameras 152) are used to capture 
image data (See also Paras. [0133-0138] and Figs. 23a-23b). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have incorporated the storage of specified 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/696,039 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2622 

image data as image data to be preserved over a long period of time, as taught by Kirmuss, the indication 
provided to the display when the amount of specified image data to be preserved in the recording 
apparatus exceeds an unoccupied portion of the recording apparatus, as taught by Bateman, the plurality 
of image pick-up devices of Berezowski, with the system of storing image data of Fiore. One would have 
been motivated to do so because by storing specified image data for a long period of time in the second 
recording apparatus, the user may consult the specified image data at any point in the future without 
undue concern that the specified image data will be overwritten. Further, by providing an indication to 
the user that the amount of specified image data to be preserved exceeds the unoccupied portion of the 
recording apparatus, the user can actively take steps to free recording area (either by deleting unneeded 
images or altering processing settings in the second recording apparatus), and thus the user will always be 
aware of whether or not the specified image data is preserved over a long period of time or not. And 
finally, in regard to the multiple image pickup devices, by having multiple image pick-up devices, the 
remote user can view many different views and angles of a given scene, giving the user many more 
desirable options of image data to record. 

In regard to claim 9, the limitations of claim 8 are taught above, and Fiore also teaches that the 
storing system comprises a sensor (external event source 8), and that the image data contains information 
from a sensor (external event source 8) and the list of information (shown in Fig. 7 as event information 
window 82) contains. information from the sensor (i.e. event information). See Paras. [0041] and 
[0057—0060]. 

Regarding claim 10, the limitations of claim 8 are again taught above, and the Fiore reference 
further discloses that the image data is further added with time information (time stamps) that the image 
data is obtained and the list of information (72 and 82 in Figs. 6-7) contains the time information. Please 
refer to Paras. [0056-0057]. 
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Finally, considering claim 11, the limitations of claim 8 are taught above, and Berezowski shows 
in Paras. [0133-0138] and Figs. 23a-23b that the image data obtained from each of the image pick-up 
devices is added with an identifier (Camera 1, Camera 2, etc.) for identifying each of the image pick-up 
devices, wherein a list of information (shown in Fig. 23b) further contains the ID (e.g. Camera 1). 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing 
date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action 
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Gregory V. Madden whose telephone number is 571-272-8128. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 8AM-5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Ngoc 
Yen Vu can be reached on 571-272-7320. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer 
Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR 
CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Gregory Madden 
August 28, 2007 
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